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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 25, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Geer et al, (US 5,079,725), sited as IDS 8/12/08 and Nishihara et al, (US 6,336,209) 

As per claim 1-4, 25, and 28, Geer teaches an arrangement for managing configuration 
data for a system, comprising: a software tool hosted on a data processing arrangement; a system 
interface coupled to the tool and to the system; and 

wherein the tool is configured to, generate a chain description data set (a boundary scan device 
chain) that specifies an order (Geer teaches discloses the use of wherein the plurality of devices 
are arranged and coupled in a scan chain description data set, and the function used for 
generating a system ID value that is further a function of respective positions of the plurality of 
devices in a scan chain description data set) in a configuration chain of configurable devices 
(plurality of devices) in the system and obviously identifies configuration data sets associated 
with the configurable devices. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made that Geer teaches wherein the plurality of SRLs are arranged and coupled in a scan 
chain (col. 5, lines 29-35, fig. 1, SRLs 14 and 16) and will retrieve the ID number that is 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/805,1 1 4 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2182 

equivalent to generating the system ID. Specifically, Geer teaches wherein the function of 
retrieving the ID number is a function of the locations of the SRLs in the scan chain, 
specifically "the chip ID or level ID SRLs indicating the location of the SRLs to retrieve the 
stored identification number." The location of the SRLs is equivalent to the positions of the 
plurality of devices in a scan chain 

As per claim 5, 26, and 29, Geer does not expressing teach wherein extracting from the 
archive the configuration data sets, chain description data set, and system identifier value in 
response to a user control; determining a target system identifier value of a target system; 
comparing the target system identifier value to the system identifier value extracted from the 
archive; and if the target system identifier value does not match the system identifier value 
extracted from the archive, preventing configuration of the target system with the extracted 
configuration data sets. However, Nishihara teaches reading device specifications from the 
connected circuit information from a memory archive unit (200, Fig. 1 ) using the device ID 
codes (col. 5, lines 46-col. 16, lines 1-67) to associate the device and the device specification. 
Further, Nishihara includes an editing part that generates to an archive including the 
configuration data sets and device ID codes. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to improve upon the system method of Geer by 
implementing reading values and keeping track of an ID code from each of a plurality of 
devices on the system, disclosed by Nishihara because it would provide Geer's system method 
with the enhanced capability of identifying devices connected to the system bus. (Nishihara, 
Abstract, col. 5, lines 46-col. 16, lines 1-67). 
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Claims 6-24, 27, and 30, are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
specifically claim 6, 27, and 30, states " if the target system identifier value matches the system 
identifier value read from the archive, generating a configuration bitstream from the extracted 
configuration data sets identified by, and in the order specified in, the chain description data set; 
andconfiguring the target system with the configuration bitstream. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tammara Peyton whose telephone number is (571) 272-4157. 
The examiner can normally be reached between 6:30 - 4:00 from Monday to Thursday, (I am off 
every first Friday), and 6:30-3:00 every second Friday. If attempts to reach the examiner by 
telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272- 
6729. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (571) 273-8300. Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this 
application should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2100. 

/Tammara R Peyton/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2182 

September 27, 2008 



